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Commissioner for Patents 
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Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed on 11/26/2008, Applicants submit the 
following remarks: 



L Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 3-4, 7, 21-27, and 29-31 under 35 
U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to be supported in the specification. In particular, the 
Examiner indicates that the specification is inconsistent and contradictory. However, as is often the 
case, there are several different embodiments described in the specification, some embodiments 
being broad and general, and others being focused on a particular area. In the Final Office Action, 
various portions of different embodiments are mistakenly being cited in support of the 112 rejection. 

In general, the embodiment addressed in the current claims relates to a remote control system 
having a host computer device, remote control device, and a target device that communicate using a 
wireless network. The remote control device is remote from the host computer device and the target 
device and communicates with these devices through the wireless network. The host computer 
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device operates a user interface program and transmits (using the wireless networlc) a screen display 

of the user interface to the remote control device which displays the screen display. The remote 

control device then remotely controls the target device through the displayed user interface. 

On page 2 of the Final Office Action, the Examiner states that "the specification discussed an 

implement method between a client device (it is not a remote control ) and a host device." However, 

as used in the specification, a client device may comprise a remote control device in some 

embodiments, whereby the terms "client device" and "remote control device" may be used 

interchangeably. In particular, the term "client device" is used generally in several different 

embodiments and may represent a variety of devices depending on the particular embodiment (e.g., 

playback device, media player, remote control device, etc.). However, the term "remote control 

device" is used in the specification in regards to the remote control embodiment of the "client 

device." For example, line 20, page 31 through line 15, page 32 of the specification states: 

In one embodiment, a two-way remote control device is configured to implement a 
user interface for a media convergence platform. . . Using the client device as a two-way 
remote , the user may proceed to control a target device. . . 

Also, line 20, page 27 through line 3, page 28 of the specification states: 

Specifically, a user interface, operating as a remote application, is implemented on a 
remote controller to control a target device. . .the remote application (e.g., user interface) 
runs on a host computer device, and the remote controller, operating as a client device. 
renders the user interface. 

As such, the terms "client device" and "remote control device" may be used interchangeably 
in some embodiments of the specification. Note that the term "remote control device" has been used 
in the current claims for its more descriptive nature. Given that the terms "client device" and 
"remote control device" may be used interchangeably, following below are citations in the 
specification that provide clear support for each feature of the independent claims. 

Independent claim 1 recites a method for implementing a user interface on a remote control 
device for remotely controlling a target device. The method of claim 1 comprises: 

coupling a host computer device, said remote control device, and at least one target 
device through a wireless network, said remote control device comprising a portable 
wireless device having a display, the remote control device for remotely controlling said at 
least one target device through a user interface displayed on said display; 

operating an application program on said host computer device, said application 
program comprising said user interface; 

transmitting, using said wireless network, from said host computer device to said 
remote control device, an identification of at least one scene, said scene defines an abstract 
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layout for at least one screen display of said user interface;. . . 

generating at least one screen display for said scene based on an interpretation of said 
scene at said remote control device; 

displaying, on said display of said remote control device, said screen display of said 
user interface; 

receiving input, at said remote control device, from a user to initiate at least one 
operation at said target device; 

communicating, using said wireless network, said at least one operation to said target 
device; and 

performing said operation at said target device in response to control from said 
remote control device, wherein said at least one target device and said remote control 
device are separate devices, whereby said at least one operation performed at said target 
device is remotely initiated at said remote control device. 

FIG. 2 shows a host computer device (e.g., PVR-media server 210, media manager 280), a 
remote control device (e.g., remote control 260), and at least one target device (e.g., playback device 
240, television 250) coupled through a wireless network (e.g., network 225). Lines 12-16, page 10 of 
the specification states "Figure 2, the devices (e.g., PVR-media server 210, television 250, remote 
control 260, media player 240 and media manager 280) are integrated through network 225. 
Network 225 may comprise any type of network, including wireless networks." Also, FIG. 2 shows 
the remote control device and the at least one target device as separate devices (also see lines 4-6, 
page 30 of the specification which states "a user of home media network 200 (Figure 2) may desire 
to use remote control 260 to control playback device 240"). Also, FIG. 2 shows the remote control 
260 as a portable wireless device coupled to a wireless network (e.g., network 225). 

Line 16, page 4 through line 7, page 5 of the specification states: 

...the client device comprises a portable electronic device that includes a graphical 
display. The host device operates an application program that implements a user interface 
that permits a user to control at least one target device. . .The host device transfers to the 
client device an identification of at least one scene. In one embodiment, the host and client 
devices communicate over a wireless network. In general, a scene defines an abstract 
layout for at least one screen display of the user interface. The client device generates at 
least one screen display for the scene based on its interpretation of the scene. The client 
device then displays the screen as an implementation of the user interface. Thereafl;er, a 
user initiates, using the client device, an operation to control the target device. In response, 
the target device performs the operation. 

Line 19, page 27 through line 7, page 28 of the specification states: 

. . .the remote controller may be configured. . .to control any device on the network. . .user 
interface, operating as a remote application, is implemented on a remote controller to 
control a target device... the remote application (e.g., user interface) runs on a host 
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computer device, and the remote controller, operating as a client device, renders the user 
interface. As a first "way" of communications, the remote controller, operating as the 
rendering chent, communicates with the remote application to implement the user interface. 
Then, as a second "way" of communication, the remote controller communicates with the 
target device to control the target device. 

Line 20, page 31 through line 7, page 32 of the specification states: 

. . .a two-way remote control device is configured to implement a user interface. . .a host 
computer device, such as a media server (e.g., PVR-media server 210, Figure 2), may run 
an application program to implement the media convergence platform user interface . . . The 
application program may remote the user interface to a client device... Using the client 
device, the user may control target devices on the network through a rendition of the media 
convergence platform user interface. . . 

Line 16, page 32 through line 2, page 33 of the specification states: 

...host computer device remotes a user interface to a client device to control another 
target device on the network.... PVR-media server 210 remotes the user interface for 
playback device 240 to remote control 260... an application, which implements a user 
interface for a remote device, may reside anywhere on the network to control any other 
device on the network. 

As shown in the above citations, the features of claim 1 are clearly supported in the 
specification and figures. The above citations may also be applied to show support for independent 
claims 23 and 27. For claim 23, also see lines 3-6, page 3 1 of the specification which states ". . .the 
target device may comprise a compact disc ("CD") device, a digital video disc ("DVD") device, a 
digital music playback device, or any device that provides media services to the network." Also, 
lines 6-7, page 32 of the specification states "Using the client device, the user may control target 
devices on the network through a rendition of the media convergence platform user interface." 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner also rejected claims 1, 3-4, 7, 21-27, and 29-31 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter. In particular, the Examiner indicated that the claims are 
inconsistent with the specification, and thus the meaning is vague. As discussed above, the claims 
are fully supported in the specification and thus are not inconsistent with the specification. 
II. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103 

In the Final Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1,3-4, 7, 2 1-27, and 29-3 1 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dimitrova et al. "Personalizing Video Recorders using 
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Multimedia Processing and Integration," ACM 2001 (hereinafter Dimitrova), in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,208,341 (hereinafter Van Ee). 

The Examiner cites Figure 3 of Dimitrova as showing a remote control device. However, the 
only description of the remote control device is found in the first paragraph of page 567 of 
Dimitrova where it states that "users navigate the interface on a TV screen using a remote control." 
Dimitrova discloses nothing else about the functions or operations of the remote control device. As 
such, Dimitrova does not teach or suggest any of the features recited in the independent claims 
relating to the interaction between the host computer device and the remote control device. For 
example, Dimitrova does not teach or suggest transmitting, using said wireless network, from said 
host computer device to said remote control device, an identification of at least one scene or at least 
one screen display of said user interface, or displaying, on said display of said remote control device, 
said screen display of said user interface. The Examiner only cites Figure 5 of Dimitrova (showing a 
Program Guide screen) and does not cite any description in Dimitrova that discloses these features, 
and only states that these features are not disclosed in the current specification (see paragraphs 3-5 
of page 7 of the Final Office Action). 

Van Ee relates to a remote control device having a GUI for controlling home theater devices. 

However, a host computer device is not disclosed or even mentioned in Van Ee. As such, Van Ee 

does not teach or suggest the features recited in the independent claims relating to the interaction 

between the host computer device and the remote control device (discussed above). Thus, none of 

the cited references, alone or in combination, teach or suggest each feature of the independent 

claims. Based on the foregoing remarks. Applicants request reconsideration of the rejections. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 
STATTLER-SUH PC 

Dated: 1/28/09 /G Suh/#48.187 , 

Gregory Suh 
Reg. No. 48,187 

Stattler-Suh PC 

60 South Market Street, Suite 480 

San Jose, CA 95 113 

Phone: (408) 881-0140 ext.104 
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